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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 12/31/03 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

A. Applicant argues (claim 25) that "...a user interface comprising a graphical 
window having a preview scan space, the preview scan space being initially empty 
prior to a time when the scanner scans an image, the user interface progressively 
displaying the image within the preview scan space to visually convey that the 
scanner is scanning the image. ..which is not taught, disclosed, suggested or 
motivated by Santos or IBM, alone or in any proper combination." (page 18, lines 
4-10). 

In response, Santos discloses a user interface having a graphical window 
having a preview scan space, which is empty prior to a time when the scanner 
scans an image (figs. 1-7). IBM teaches that data from a scanner could be 
displayed so the user can view the scanned image as the compressed data is 
passed to the workstation controller (progressively displaying the image within the 
preview scan space to visually convey that the scanner is scanning the image), 
(page 478, lines 22-25). 

B. Applicant argues (claim 25) that "[t]here is simply nothing in [IBM]... that 
teaches, discloses, suggests or motivates 'the user interface progressively 
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displaying the image within the preview scan space to visually convey that the 
scanner is scanning the image', as recited../' (page 19, lines 11-13). 

In response, IBM discloses an image scanning application programming 
interface (API) that can be added on a host system; the host application enabled to 
have a menu where the user initiates image scanning. IBM teaches a Preview 
Mode, wherein data from the scanner could be displayed in an Online Setup Mode 
Screen so that the user can view the scanned image as the compressed data is 
passed to the work station controllers (WSC), (pages 475 and 478). 

C. Applicant argues (claim 25) that "neither reference provides any teaching, 
disclosure, suggestion or motivation for 'the preview scan space being initially 
empty prior to a time when the scanner scans an image..." (page 19, lines 14-16). 

In response, the preview scan space displays a preview image after the user 
selects preview scan in menu 42 of window 44, which is empty prior the user's 
selection (figs. 4-6). 

D. Applicant argues that "Claim 45 recites 'An application program interface for 
an image acquisition system, the application program interface being embodied on 
a computer-readable medium and having methods for performing the following 
functions: opening and closing a camera for communication; controlling the 
camera; reading properties associated with the camera; reading properties 
associated with pictures taken by the camera; and manipulating pictures stored in a 
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memory of the camera', which is not taught, disclosed, suggested or motivated by 
Santos or IBM in any proper combination." (page 19, lines 17-24). 

In response. Claim 45 recites "For a computer-implemented scanning system 
having a scanner coupled to a computer, a computer-implemented method for 
executing a scanning software application in a graphical user interface windowing 
environment, comprising the following steps: presenting a preview scan space 
within a graphical window, the preview scan space being initially empty; and 
progressively displaying an image within the preview scan space to visually convey 
that the scanner is scanning the image/' Claim 45 does not mention a camera but 
a scanner. In addition, Santos discloses a preview scan space within a graphical 
window that is initially empty (figs. 4-6), and IBM teaches that the image is 
progressively displayed when being scanned (page 478). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 25-32 and 45-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
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unpatentable over Santos (US 4,837,635) and /BM Technical Disclosure Bulletin 
entitled "Host System and Attached Non-Programmable Terminal with Open Parallel 
Port" (hereinafter IBM). 

Claims 25-27 and 45-47: 

Santos discloses a computer-implemented scanning system having a scanner 
coupled to a computer (fig. 1), a user interface having a graphical window having a 
preview scan space (figs. 1-7) being initially empty prior to a time when the 
scanner scans an image. Santos does not teach that the interface progressively 
displays the image within the preview scan space to visually convey that the 
scanner is scanning the image. However, IBM discloses a method for providing a 
host system with an application programming interface (API). IBM teaches that 
data from the scanner could be displayed so the user can view the scanned image 
as the compressed data is passed to the workstation controller (page 475, & 
last paragraph; page 476, lines 2-3, 18-19; page 477, lines 16-17; page 478, lines 
22-25). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to include a scan area that progressively 
displays the image as the scanner scans the image because it enables the user to 
see in real-time what the imaging device is capturing and cancel the scan 
processing if desired. 
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Claims 28 and 48: 

Santos teaches a persistently-visible menu positioned adjacent the preview 
scan space within the graphical window, the menu contains options particular to 
the operation of the scanner (figs. 4-12). 
Claim 29: 

Santos teaches presenting the user with options on what to do with the 
scanned image (figs. 5, 8, 9). 
Claim 30: 

Santos teaches a user interface having a control to enable a user to select a 
portion of the image for scanning (figs. 7, 10, 11; col. 2, lines 62-64). 
Claim 31 : 

See claim 25. Santos teaches a file system (col. 2, lines 41-64). 
Claim 32: 

Santos teaches a software (operating system) that controls the allocation 
and usage of hardware resources such as memory, CPU time, disk space, and 
peripheral devices (col. 2, lines 6-44). 

4. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Santos//BM and Tarabella (US 5,796,945). 
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Claim 33: 

See clajm 25. Santos/IBM does not teach that a browser is embodied on the 
computer system incorporating the user interface. However, Tarabella discloses a 
system including a user interface for collecting a series of image collections for 
display, the system having an on-line browsing software and a browser button 152 
that launches the on-line software directly from the connection window (abstract; 
col. 2, lines 21-44; col. 7, lines 45-54). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Santos/IBM's image acquisition system to include Tarabellas's user interface having 
a browser because as Tarabella says, the browser enables the user to access 
commercial information networks. 

5. Claims 50-57 and 59-64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lavendel et al (US 6,587,129 81) and IBM. 

Claims 50-52, 59-61, 63 and 64: 

See claim 25. Lavendel discloses an interface having a graphics window 
including a context space, a menu, and toolbar area, the context space being 
separate from the menu and tool bar area; a preview scan space within the context 
space, the preview scan space being initially empty prior to a time when the 
scanner scans an image. Lavendel teaches a persistently-visible, context-specific 
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menu positioned adjacent the preview scan space within the context space (figs. 7- 
11e; col. 2, lines 63-67; col. 3, lines 1-24, 33-46; abstract). Lavendel does not 
teach that the user interface progressively displays the image within the preview 
scan space to visually convey that the scanner is scanning the image. However, 
IBM teaches that data from the scanner could be displayed so the user can view 
the scanned image as the compressed data is passed to the workstation controller 
(pages 475 and 478). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Lavendel's 
user interface to include IBM's teaching of a scan area that progressively displays 
the image as the scanner scans the image because it enables the user to see in 
real-time what the imaging device is capturing and cancel the scan processing if 
desired. 

Claims 53 and 62: 

See claim 50. Lavendel teaches menu options for operating the scanner, and 
contains a plurality of pull-down lists (figs. 7, 8, 10a, 10b, 1 lb-lie). 

Claim 54: 

Lavendel teaches presenting the user with options on what to do with the 
scanned image (figs. 7-1 1e). 
Claim 55: 

Lavendel teaches a user interface having a control to enable a user to select 
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a portion of the image to scan in a final output (fig. 7; col. 9, lines 23-28). 
Claim 56: 

Lavendel teaches a file system (col. 9, lines 23-28; col. 10, lines 33-38). 
Claim 57: 

Lavendel teaches a computer-readable medium incorporating the computer- 
executable process steps provided by user interface module 46 (col. 9, lines 1-6; 
col. 20, lines 33-48; col. 21, lines 9-24). 

6. Claim 58 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lavendel/IBM and Tarabella, 

Claim 58: 

See claim 50. Lavendel/IBM does not teach that a browser is embodied on 
the computer system incorporating the user interface. However, Tarabella 
discloses a system including a user interface for collecting a series of image 
collections for display, the system having an on-line browsing software and a 
browser button 152 that launches the on-line software directly from the connection 
window (abstract; col. 2, lines 21-44; col. 7, lines 45-54). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Lavendel/IBM's image acquisition system to include Tarabellas's 
user interface having a browser because as Tarabella says, the browser enables the 
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user to access commercial information networks. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground{s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See 
MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to X L Bautista whose telephone number is (703) 
305-3921 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (8:00- 
18:00), Fridays Off. 
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9. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John W Cabeca can be reached on (703) 308-31 1 6. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

10. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EEC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). ^ 




xlb 

March 17, 2004 



